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ABSTRACT \ . - o ‘ -

\ v A study investigated the effects of mass nedia,
ﬂgterpersonal communicadtion, and sociolinguistic backgrouni on .
adults' political, cultural, and economic attitudes and agendas. Data
for 'the study came from two earlier research efforts: one- condicted

in Mipnesota, involved 414 adnlts who were interviewed concerning
their media use, interpersonal contact with Canada, socioezonoaic
status and background, and knowledge of and attitudes toward ‘Cahadian
and-American political and cultural events and persons; th2 other,
similar in design, involved interviews with 814 adults in-Quebec,
Canada. Analysis of data led to the following comnclusions: (1) since
cultural settings are unique,” it is not possible to ' take findings

from one setting and assume they will apply in anothet: - {2) media,
interpersonal communication, and sociolinguistic variables,dOJnoth’
operate in a uniform manner across .different categories of variables:
and (3) ‘caution should be exercised when examining media effects
studies that 4o not incInde interpersonal and sociolinguistic
variables. (Extensive tables of data“are appended.) (FL) . -
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Mass Media, Interpersonal, and Social Background Influences

®
In Two Canadian-American Settings

This paper compares the effects of mass media; interpersonal communi~
cation and ESOcio-linguistic background on adults" °political, cultural
and” economic attltudes, cognitions and agegdas. Wlule there are large wt

llteratures relatlng attltudes, oognltlons and agenda to each of these

. variables’ separately, these have for the most part not.been integrated

" in a fashlon that permlts comparison of their relat1ve .Strengths and the>

degree to whlch the mix of “their affects varles for different attitudes,

cognitions a.nd agendas.k The few studles which do compare these three

- have usually been of one of two types: those conducted ‘around the issue

o ) v -

". of agenda setting and those conducted in the context of developing na-

- tionms. ,' /7

-~

Agenda setting studies examine the contribution of' medla,glnterper-
sonal contact, and social background in determining the ranking people
give to pollt.lcal and ‘cultural 1ssues. These agendas are often limited
o political issues or politicans and \are‘ frequently conducted during
political- cainpaigns. One line of this .agenda setting research examine's

the comparatlve 1nfluence ‘of d1fferent medla (usually newspapers and te-

'leV1s1on) whlfe ignoring, 1nterperso‘ﬁ“al effects.

[>Y A B o
, k=l K] L4
L4

1 We doynot include laboratory stud1es in this review, although they are
tensive. (For .two recent examples, see Pradad’ et al, 1978; and
Corder—Bolz, et al, 1978.) Because of the limited strength and length
of manlpulatlon “and artificality, considerations of external valldlty
place them in a d1ffereat category of concern. .
o . A - ~ L. - 2 - » . v
B : ~ . . X \

¢ ~

%)




At a more inclusive level media ‘effects are compared with interper-
sonal effécts. Shaw (1977) found evidence from a large_study,oonducted

N in Charlotte, N.C,, that both media and interpersonal contact variables

were fmportant in lnflue_ncing agendas. . He suggested that media effects
‘seeme'd stronger and also -found evidence that non .media users obtain‘ed
media agendaS' from ~discussion with ‘media users. Palmgren and Clark -
‘(1977) noted that the relatlve 1mpact of medla and interpersonal contact :
" on people”s. agendas may dlffer dependlng on the level of the agenda, na- .

'tlonal agendas be1ng more set by the medla and local agendas bglng more
. Y e ,
+ set by 1nterpersonal cannunlcatlon. . e
- ‘. [ .
Winter (1979) wr1t1ng two years later attempted to brlng order to the

L 3

growing body of research on the 1nterplay of mass medla and 1nterperson— .

-

al contact in setting agendas. Unﬁortunately he found an approx:.mately
)

equal number of studles 1nd1cat1ng that 1nterpersonal ccmmunlcatlon re—
duced and facllltated the agenda sett1ng role of the medla. \ MoCcmbs and
‘Shaw-(1980) specified a rfunber of- items which should be oonSidered ir’1_
clarifying this, but failed to prov1de a theoret1ca1 Justlf;catlon for
any mecHanism orderlng the oonnectlons or spe01fy1ng the process.
McLeod et al., (1980)- tentatlvely attempted to provide the theoretlcal
framework. They noted that individuyals operate to test the1r personal
agendas and the importance of each agenda item in a process they called
social anchoring. . Subjects in their research 1nd1cated' that fr'lends

?were more powerful anchors and preferred for the most J.mportant issues.

.
t’ >
.

Media were also used, particularly on less 1mportant 1ssues,‘ and. when

.

interpersonal dontact relevant for the particular agenda item was‘limi\t—

ed, thus, there are both interpersonal and mass media effects in settéjng
. N - I
/ 3 oo T
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‘ agendas, ahd“ the relative'importance of these may.depend on the issue of °
- concern. . h ‘ <7 s . '

Research tying effects of SOClO-'llngl.IlSth background to effects .of —
media” and interpersonal exposure f/ is rare and 1ts cdnclusions are more

o=

tentatlve. McCcmbs (1977) and Weaver (1977) make t;he casé that "need
for orientatlon" ‘may 1nfluence the relative power of mass media and in- A
terpersonal- contact in settlng agendas.- The higher the need for orien—
tatlon, the more powerful the mass media in settlng agendas_ Mullens
(1977) suggesEed that amount of educat1 may have a similar effect.

| HlS study comparlng cbllege students with non students of the same age

'. found a number of d1fferences in agendas between the two groups. McLeod
et al., (1974) noted that the background variable of age was also an im-
portant influence on media ,agenda setting. TI‘heiru older respondents were X \ ‘
more likely to “be 1nfluenced by the media than their younger ohes. -
These studles lead us to suspect that - other psychologlcal and soc1al
(and 1n a ‘cross .cultural settlng, language) v:arrables may be important . 3
in determmmg the degree to which media set people”s agendas and by ex-

tension form. the1r attltudes and cognltlons.

: * DEVELOPING-COUNTRIES .

- ~

Most of the research examining the relatlve J.mpact of mass medla, 1n—
terpersonal contact and soc10—llngu1st1c factors in developmg countrles

. deals with the aéoptlon of a partlcular mnovatlon.

Everett Rogers (1973) summarized a large number of these studies par- .
ticularly reIatmg to faxn}ly planning. He noted that mass media may be

useful in providing knowledge about innovations when they are part of a -

o
- ‘




".with data from gix developxng countrles find that 90 percent of the var-

'_Korzenny and . h1s colleagues (,1980) found that ‘the most relevant forces
'mg and travel, fac1lltat1ng camnunlcatlon with. mgre cosmqpolltan oth-

' top1c was felatively taboo, thus a person readmg about 1t would not N

discuss it further out of- embarrassment but when people heard 1t as ar

' matlon. Th-1s d1scuss1on enhanced the effect of the radlo- programmng

' greatest 1nf]auence through their . power to focus attentlon and direct. in~

larger campalgn The d’ecision t0 adopt and the actual adopt'ion-of "an

) 1nnovat10n was almost excluslvely the result of 1nterpersonal contact or .

the .more tradltlonal two way media (ballad smgers, etc ), however.

* .

v -

relat1ng to famlly plannlng in their Mex1can settmg were radio l1sten— . .

€rS.- Radlo was more powerful than the pr1nt medla partly because thlS

group and saw others hear 1t they felt more free tJ dlscuss the 1nfor— .

A “w

Thus -radio llstenlng was related to both farnlly plannmg knowledge and

practlce. Kox:zenny Sy and‘his colleagues ' (1980) research thus provld- .

N -~

ed support for Schramm”s (1973) conclusmn that mass medla exert their

\

f:erpersonal dlscussf"gn; Indeed Hornlk (1980 10) says "one central theme'

resounds in all th,e most successful experlences of reéent years, Commu— ;

-
-

-nication technology works best as a- compllment... i ’ )

Korzenny .et al., (1980) J.mplygthe 1mportance of 1nclud1ng the,’ third .

set of varlables (SOClO-llngLIlSth status) in answermg these quest}ons, '

‘by -notjng th%t controls for '-age, sex and statlﬁ's reduced mass media ef-

fects © Mn/faml.ly plannlng attltudes and practlces, but not oosmopolltan

1nterpersonal‘ comnunlcatlon effects. "Inkeles and Sm1th (1974)- worklng

@nce in "1ndicV1dual modernlt;y" (a compos1te att1tude) cam be explalned

by, educatlon, mass media expodsure, and occupation and the strongest ef-

- ~
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S medla effects dependmg on the °dependent “aarlable.

wo

e, . . . .
N - . \

'4 fects~ come from eduCat;oR. . Dlaz-BordetTa’Jé (1976) rev1ews .a number of -

*

studles of development programs in_ Lat:.n Amern,ca and also ooncludes:that

status varlables age of prlmary lmportance 1n the programs successful

atioptlons. . These studles sugdest 'that 1n any research of this sort,

-

such social varlables must*be mcluded 1n the analys13. "

LN o

How do these f1nd1ngs from research a.n develop1ng countries apply to

‘thefbroad range of oognltlons aﬁ attltudes on. 1st1m polltlcal 1ssues '

and aspects of culture, .and do. they apply between developed cultures"
These questlons are not fullranswered There 1s, however a llmlted but

growmg llterature assessmg them. Joseph ‘Klapper (1960) prov,lded the

f1rst gocd synthe31s of this research Klapper rev1ewed so:ne of the ex—

G hed ~

1st1ng somal psychological lrterature on small~ group 1nfluenoe and con—

cluded that 1nterpersonal 1n‘fluence (when 1t 1s present) 1s a more pow—

¢

erful shaper of attltudes than mass medla but that %he mix of the two -
may change dependmg on the dependent varlable under ,stud'y

SOnal camnunlcataon may enhance, reduoe or\operate separately from maSs
... - e
In- addltlon,

\ 3

R nbtes that a number of other varlables must be 1ncluded ‘in the tOtal
\ .

'

equatlon. By and large ",

-

sole agent 1n the prooess of effect, but rfather works amid a nexus of

»

mass conmzmxcatlon-rarely funct;ons as the

other extra—comnunlcatlon mediating forces.". (Klapper 1960 p 92) .
Addresss.ng this qixestlon, Rogers (1973), says mass ‘medla may have a

rrore mportant effect in the adoptlon of agendas, oogmtlons and attl-j

tudes in. developed than developl"ng countrles. In a detalled study of

the effects of American mass medla on Rananlan chlldren Rebeka Jorgensen
(l980) also attempted & spe01fy medla effects more. carefully and ba-

T
N

(s

Interper— -
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v

lance them against interpersonal effects. She found that American

.

films' telev1smn, and mus1c are Rcmanlan Adolescents most 1mportant.
i

source of lnformatlon about "America but tha\t they acted as- supports for
already developmg or ex1st1ng images from home and school. In addi-

tion,. these interpersonal sources were more important sources of' atti-

-
N v

tudes and cognitions for non American issues.

It appears that in the developed countries the interplay between me-'

-~ dia and’ interpersonal -influences relates in a c'on‘\plex' and varied way to ,

dlfferent att1tudes .and cognitions just as in developing countrles. In

neither of these settlngs nor in the agenda setting.paradigm have syste—

-

matic comparisons of this mix been ‘developed.

v

..

' HYPOTHESES

This paper reports two research pro;ects in .dlfferlng developed na-
. tion locatlons which rr\ove toward such a systemlzatlon. It is not pos51—
ble to test all the hypotheses that can be derived from the rev1ewed re—
search in one paper. Rather f1ve general hypotheses w1ll be focused on -
’heref Most of the literature is adopting the general conclusion that
interpersonal are stronger .than mass media affects on cognitions, atti-

tudes, and .agendas. Our first hypothesis simply retests this growing
cohcensus in the ‘uhiéue settings-of- thls r:search s -
Agenda settlng research (Pa].mgren and Clark 1977) proposes that mass
medla w1ll have their strongest effects on agendas at natlonal levels,
and compared to mterpersonal comunication have -a proportlonally small-

er. effect atilocal levels. Our second hypothesis extends this by pro-

® posing that mass media will have their strongest effects also on atti-

. tudes and cognitions at the national or international level with a

r

™
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- ‘ . ’ [ &
proportlonally smaller effect on them at the local level Interpersonal

L E 'effects, in oontrast, will be &trongest on local attltudes, cognitions,

. D v ' i .
I _and agendas. - . . : .
e N R ~ *

McLeod et als, "(1980) and Bald=Rokeach and’ DeFleur "(1976) proposed,”
‘as part of the1r theoretlcal framework on agenda settmg, that mass me-
dia w1ll have their strongest effects on agendas when 1nterpersonal con-
- tact 1s mlnlmal ‘ Our third hypothes1s tests and exterids it aga1n from

agenda setting to, attltudes and cogmtlons by proposing “that agendas,

att1tudes, and cognltlons‘ull be more effected by mass\ media when 1n—
terpersonal contact is limited than when it is hilgh. -

Botlm the' agenda setting and the development research suggest that so-*

‘ .

.,C1al varlables may be. 1mportant determlnahts of agendas, oognltlons, and.a,

- - . attltudes. Inkeles and Smlth (1974~), suggest that they may be more 1m— 1

" [y .
o ) portant than media or 1nterpersonal contact in developmg countries. ¢,
. . Corroboratlon for thlS is llmlted, and the degree to whlch 1t extends ,
;o ! .
-, beyond non deVeloped settlngs is qnclear. We propose as a fourth work— ]

ing. hypothes1s that social and language '~var1ables varlables (spe01f1ed
" in. the methods sectlon) will be J.mportant 1n determlmng att1tudes, cog— .
' nitions, and agendas. . We prefer “to leave the spec1f1cat10n of the .
strength of these effects compared to media and 1nterpersona1 effects an
open questlor) since the llterature is so inztccmplete on thlS toplc.
F1nally, the reiatlve strength of. mass medla, 1nterpersonal contact,
and socio-linguistic effects on dJ.fferent attltudes, cognltlons, and

agendas will be éxplored and a post hoc attefipt made tq systemlze the

© mix of .their effects on theoreticdlly meaningful dimensions.-

-~ 4 v ’
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Data forf'this .paper are taken from two studies; the first was con-
) ) -~ N
ducted in Northern‘Minnesota,in April 1877, the second in Quebec in Sep-

R . % .
tember'"1979. For the Minnesota study an interview schedule was con-

.. structed,w,hich meastured media’ use, interpersonal contact with \E:anada,,

3 { I . .
socio-econamic status and background, and Knowledge of and _attitudes

~

about Canadian and American political and cultural events and persons.

- .

A number of the knowledge and attltude 1tems used b}y the Syracuse Un1v~

ersity team in thelr study of effects. of Amerlcan medla’ m Klngston, On-

tarlo (Sparks, 1978) tvere added to 1tems de31gned for this study and alL

-~ -

were pretested on a sample of Northern Minnesota adults (N=100). A dis—

- -

cussion of rellablllty and valldlty of these 1tems is prov1ded by Payne’

" (1978y. ,

. An aréa was located 1n Northern anesota whlch beca%.lse of its’geo-.
graphlc locatlon rece1Ved only Canadian telev1s1on. ,Thls was demograph-
1call‘y matched with an area Wthh recelved both/Canadlan and American
teleV151on and an area which recelved ohly American telev1s1on.2 Inter—

views were conducted with one. adult, selected on quota ba313 for sex, in

each household in the three selected areas. *The appropriate respondent

‘in 91% of the selected households oanpleted usable 1nterv1ews (N=414) .

- Interviews were conducted by ten graduate and: undergraduate students

who had been. given written and verbal instructions and had “nducted
mock interviews before"going into-the field. In addition, the principal
) ) :

4 -

. 3
* A

. . ——

2 Details of the demograghlc ,matghlng of samples and the exact locatlon
of research sites are und in Schulke (1977) and are avallable on ré-
-qtlest. ¢ . L] . . Qh

-

.
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researcher held daily meetings with the interviewers during the data
collection phase. Each _interview took from 25 to\45 minutes_to com=

»

plete. -

A

The interview schedule used m the Quebec study used ‘a French adapta—~

tion of a number of 1tems used in the Minnesota study Sane 1tems were

deleted and some added because of the diffei:jpoe in the cultural and

temporal setting.' In addition, a few 1tems were added to expand the

NG

sc@e of the anesota study Interv1ews were pretested on a sample de-

mographlcally similar to the selected research population.

Two «demographically similar -cities ‘were chosen for this research.

. d
The first (NOCAB) had a population of 4,500 and ‘received no cable telev-
A 5
ision and had only E‘rancophone teleV1sion available. The . second

- (CITCAB) had a population of l3 000 and receJ,ved cable television whiéh ,
‘made. available Anglophone Canadian and American telev1sion (ABC) _sig--
nalszz3 A systematic random sample of remdents‘ra'fg/ears of, age and older
.was drawn from each bommunity (CITCAB N=568; NOCAB N-560) 'I'he popula-.

tion was defined by a recent federal government election list (census) '

~of every person 18 or older m the location. of _ﬂla\total sample 212

‘werb te:nporarilry_working elsewhere, or had moved or died leav'ing a work-

sing sample of 916 interviewees. From these 814¢useable int_erv-ieWS were - )

ccmpleted, giving a campletion rate of 89%. - ... | o
.Initial contact with each respondent was made by post card. 1nform1ng '
N—
them of the pro;ect and soliciting their cooperation. Interwews were
‘ﬁ : 3 \

then conducted by two teams of’ eight inerviewers who were either gradu-

-

=3
- . .
<N L .t - -

3 Details of the demographic matching and a breakdown of not aVQJ:lable.

- and unwilling people in the sample are available in (Caron and Payne,
1980) . . -~ >

L
-
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" - ate students of the’Department of” Comnunlcatlon at . the. ~Unlverslty of

» . ~ - .

co ¢ Montreal or professignal- 1nterV1ewers "hired. for }\the research. Inter- )
‘o ’ ¢ . .
views took approxnnately 40 mmutes to complete. : o
y We assumed that Francophone Canadlan, Anglophone C'anadlan and Ameri- L

-—

‘.. Can cultures and media, though overlappmg to some degree have' real d1f—
L

ferences. (Arnold and Tlgert (1974), Stewart (1970), Scheer and Eller e -

»

- o (l972) and Peers (1972) all mamtam that these differences are ane sub— /

.

stantial.-. Caron (1977) mamtalns that the main differences_are bé:ween s
Francophone ‘and ‘Anglophone (Canadlan or American) culture and media. . In v
. any case the concern with fostering and protecting such cultural unique—

- : « ness in the media has peen a frequent polltlcal concern result1ng in

| con51derable leglslatlon about the amount of, Amerlcan content in the ’

-

: &
various media and by law the American content of Canadian television is

°
-

. - limited to 60%. ° . ~— : —

.:".\

: ' ¢ .
- . . - Camparative, measures of.Anglophone Canadian and ,American media, ih—
terpersonal and” soc10-llngu1st1c Backgrouna contact were obtalned by

L. aﬁkmg Francophones how often’ theg/ used American and Anglophone Canadian
. : .

media, how many frlends and relatJ.ves they had in thg Unlted States and_

: Anglophone Canada; and how often they v1s1ted those areas, and thelr so~

cio-linguistic backgrounds Ccmparatlve measures'lfor Americans can.be -

obtaired by .asking how &ften they used Canadlan media' how often they o
v1s1ted Canada ind the number of frlends and relatlves they had there
and thelr socio-economic backgrbunds. It was expected th!t ¢anadlan et-

fects on Amerlcans should be less than Anglophdne effe;cts on Ffanco— g,
o .

o -7 [P

, phone‘s because w1th1n languageTcontent is more s1m11ar than between lan-
guage ‘content as noted by Caron (1977) ', Vo

-~ -

+,
<3
ook
T — . ~
. [ { (5 s oy . j A R o
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In the Minnesota ystudy, respondents were asked to indicate—hw.' fre-
‘_- quénﬁy they listened to éanadian radio, television and read Canad;lan
magazmes and newspapers.4 The radlo, t\.e]<ev1s1on, and magaz1ne meaSures
were oombmed to produoe an additive comp031te 1ndlcator of Canadian me-
dia‘use (CANMEDA) Interpersonal contact with Canada was measured by
the number of mmedlate and inore d1stant fam11y living in Canada, the
number of fr1ends in Canada and the frequency of visiting Canada. These
were combined to ;form an add1t1ve compos1te measure of 1nterpersonal
~contact with Canada (CANPERS_) Soc10-eoonomlc background was measured”
by age; income "and edueation. These were oomblned to form a factor com— :
posite 1nd1cat:or Alpha=.42) of soc1o—eooncmlc status (STATUS)

- Nineteen dependént variables from the aneEota data set -are used .

.' -

7 here. Agenda set_t’mg is measured by three single item 1_ndlcators: most
J'J.npqrt‘ant' issue for Canada (CISUIMI?), most important issues facincj the’
United States (ISUIMPT) , most’ important issue between the United States )
and‘c':anada (CZ\NUSIMP) . CXgnitions are measured by three single yariable

'?ﬁ%"indicat'ors: number -of issues facing Canada respondent ' could name

]

(CISU),I number facing the :United SEates (iSSUS), number bet;veen' the

United States’ and Canada (CAﬁUSISS) ‘There were four multi—variable

4
o

constructs: the amount of detail prov:;ded about the most mportant is-

Y. ‘é S
A 5 ~
e

4

vt

4l

N . . . ] ,3& - By w§ J “ i
4 Almost no one read ] éanadlan newspaper: Th1 medla use var 1ablé .was |
therefore excluded from further analysis.” The small nlmber of people |
“who read Canadian l;nagazmes compelled us to substitute reading in ma-
'gaz:.nes (of any natlonallty) about - Canada for readlﬂln Canadian ma- - |

gazines. °, . ’ .

<
] hot
.

£,

Factor - composltes were calculated for CANMEDA and CANPERS butwlow lev- -
els for the alpha coefficients indicated did not ‘have a sufficiently

<., strong underlylng dimension to justify using such a unidimensional ‘

composite. This was also true for the composltes BRGMED and PERSANG e
from. the Quebec data. . s |
5
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| sues for Canada (CANISS), the Un_ited States (USISS), and “be'tween the
'United'states and Canada' ,(CANASSOC) ; and the number of Canadian words
for whlch the correct Amerlcan meanlng could be prov1ded (GENINFO) . At-
titudes wers-:- measured by two smgle 1tem indicators: the approval of
goverr!nent supported low cost housmg (LOCSTHOS ) and government soclal-
ized medicare (G)VI‘IvIéDS), and si.)c. multi~-item 'constr’ucts:‘ attitude to-
ward Canada (CANApA), Francophone Canadians (FRENCH) » Anglophone Sanadi-
ans (ENGLISH‘), America (USA), American Blacks (USBLACK), and American
White\s‘ (USWHITE). TItems ranged from open ended to LiKert 1n format.

Alpha reliability coefficients for all ctmposites were moderately high.

Details of canpositie construction, style and reliability and validity of

dependent varlable constructs are found elsewhere (Payne, 1978) .
In the Quebec study, respondents indicated the frequency of llstenlng

S
to Anglophone (US and Anglphone Canadlan) radio, watchlng Amer1Can te-

lev151on (hlghly correlated with frequency of watching Anglophone Cana-,

dian telev151on) » and readlng American and Anglophone Canadlan .informa-
< tion magazmes. Only one person in the sample reported reading an
_Anglophone newspa ‘ r regularly, so newspaper reading in these data, as
in the Minnesota data, was e:;cluded from further analysis. . Télevisichy
radio and magazine use 'were :oon.\bined to ‘foh? an addi\tive composite of
Anglophone medi,a use (ANGMED). When this variable was enployed in the
" analysis respondents who llved in the cabled comnunlty but dl;f ha\{e

cable and respondents who watched non Francophone telev131on £ the

time or less were excluded from the analysis to enhance the contrast.

x;petween users and,and non ‘users of Anglophone telev131on. Interpersonal

{ ’\O'V"“&
oontact ,with American apd'Anglophone Canadians was' measured by, £amily
N T 4
’ - 13- )
' ~

w '
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and fr1ends in the Unlted States, frequency and- duratlon of v1s1ts to
the United States and frequency of ‘visits- to Anglophone prov1nces.
These were again comblned to form an add1t1ve composite of 1nterpersonal
contact with Anglophones (PERSANC) Soc10—llngu1st1c background was.
- measured by famlllarlty wrf:h English (OI‘HI..ANG), /énd a ‘varimax factor
compos.lte (Alpha— 42) of’ age, educatlon, and income, (STATUS) o )
The Quebec data explored a larger range of att1tud1nal and oogmtlve :
dimensions than :the Minnesota data. In add1tion, attempts to develo
) multl-ltem dependent varlable oonstructs prov1ded ur\éatisfactdry relia- 1'
"blllty coefficients. We, therefore, employed a rather -large number of
single item indicators. Descrlptlon of "these ‘1s feund .in Caron and
Payne (1981) from which we quote: e '
" "Dependent variables aré divided into two classes:; cognitive and af~

fective. There are 18 cognitive'variables which measure l.evel of infor-
mation interviewees had about .Canad’a, Quebec, the lJni«ted States, and Eu-

. rope. Knowledge of each of these geographic areas’ is measured with four
question5° first, the number of problems. for that area’ the 1nterv1ewees
oould name; second, the amount of detail in their knowledge, tlurd -and

R fourth the ability to oorrectly identify two .political leaders assocl- )
ated with -those areas. The addltlonal two cognitive measures are .con- ‘

' structs made by the use of factor analysls (VARIMAX) from the eight pol—

’

»

1tlcal leader 1dent1f1catlons 1tems The strongest factor (FORPOL)
loaded heav1ly on three items measurlng knowledge of three forelgn poli-.
t1c1ans: Kennedy, D’ Estalng, Carter,u~and on Claude Ryan. The second'
(LOCPOL) loaded heavily~'on 'knowledge‘ of  two national politicians. (Clark

and Trudeau) and on Levesque. The three item 1ndex LOCPOL had ‘an alpha

_of‘ .64. The four 1tem 1ndex FORPOL had an alpha of .82.

L
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Flfty measures or composltes of att1tud1nal dependent varlables were

. used. These measured aj:tltudes about Amerlca, Canada, Quebec, and Eu—-

rope ’ For each of the four~ geographlc areas, a meaSure was mcluded
(IMPUSPRB IMP(NPRB IMPQPRB ]MPEUPRB) indicating ’whlch problem the in-

\terv1ewées thought was - most 1mportant for that geographlc polltlcal en-

t1ty. For each area, except Europe,. 1nterv1ewees were also asked to

rank five 1ssues for the1r relat1ve 1mportance ‘(energy, peace, economy,

‘unity, and 1ncreasmg government 1nvolvement)

Six semantic dlfferentlal ifems, two measuring activ1ty (act1ve-pas— -

sive, fast-slow) y two measur 1ng evaluatlon (good-bad pleasant-=unplea-

:sant), and two measurlng potency (strong—weak, effectlve—lneffectlve),
" were 1ncluded for Quebec, Canada and America. ‘Interitem correlatlon in-

e -dlcated that these -six 1tems d1d not divide %elves 1nto the usual

three basic d:.menslons, poss1bly because of the small number of measures

‘of each d1mens1on. Each palr retalned its separate 1dent1ty. .’

Five questlons measured relatlve preference for natlonal or language

_ features- preference for more U. S TV programnlng (NDREUS), preference °

for Amerlcan rather "than Quebec vocallsts, restaurants and aocomodatlons ;

‘(SING, EAT, HOI‘EL), and preference for -an additional French or Amerlcan

television channel (NATI'V) Four questlons measured attltude toward in--

Y2

'creasmg government 1nvolvement in agr1culture- (NRGVI‘AG) ' gusmess'

(NRGVI'BUS), natlonal resources (MRGVI'RCS),- and life generally (LESGVI‘)

A fmal"&uestlon asked whether 1nterv1ewees felt there should be less

v1olence on televiSmn (VINCE) o , :
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The data for hypotheses one, two, four, and five are all contained in

. N o
Tables A (for Minnesota data) and-B (for Quebec data). 'The data relat-

ing to hypothesis three are contained in Tables C (for Minnesota data)

and D (Quebec data). All these- tables are.given, in. the Appendlx. Sum-

~

mary tables, showmg the number of statlstlcally s1gn1f1cant relation-
ships but not spec1f1y1ng them 1nd1v1dually nor 1nd1ct1ng the strength
of assoc1atlons are d3.ncluded in the text.

The flrst hypothesis addresses the comparative levels of association
of mass medla and 1nterpersonal contact with information, attltudes and
agendas*m both settlngs. Data relating to this hypothesis _are oon—

s o
“tained . in the first four colums of Tables A and B {(Appendix) and are

) sumnarlzeé in Table 1. S

T ————— -

Table: Iiz_xbout Here

“-For the Minnesota data; the. 0 order‘ correlations between méasures of

1nformatlon acqulsltlon and medla and 1nterpersonal contact 1nd1cate me—-

dia contact was 51gn1f1cantly related more frequently to anulSlthl’l of
mformat.}on than 1nterpersonal contact was, In addition, the levels of -
aSSOClathl’l were higher. for medla contacts I'n the 'Quebec data, inter-
.personal cont:act was s1gn1f1catly related to 1n£ormatlon measures more -
frequently than’was medla contact. In addltlon, the strength of the re-

lationship - waé stronger for the 1nterpersonal assoc1atlon in twelve of

» i

the sixteen assoc:.ations. 'I‘he tWO data sets, then, provide confl:.ctmg

- o s’

. ‘xesults about the relat1ve 1mportance of media and 1nterpers<>nal contact

o .

in transm:.ttmg 1nfor1patxon. These confllctmg Findings could"-be":rthe

P
4
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result of the small number of measures included in_the Minnesota data or
*oould reflect real differences resulting from the different cultural

settlngs. Sugh posslble cultural differences can not be clearly speci-
.-
fied frcm the data avallable here, . L ¢

" In thexmenesota data, two of the four agenda measures are 91gn1f1-
Y "&

’

° i
" cantly related to foreign media contact while none of them are related

to forezgn interpersonhal cdntact. In the Quebec data, one of four is,
related to interpersonal contact and one to media contact. Thus, what

lrttle ev1dence there is from agendas relatin'g to the first hypothesis
tends' td disconfirm it. Interbersonal contact variables do not have
e A% -

) . o R .
) stronger relatjonships with agendas than media use variables.

w,

. R ’ ’ ’ :

The Min?esota data ‘oor}tain little evidence that media or interperson—

al contact is _strongly related to attitudes. In constrast to thls, the
Quebec data- 1nd1cate a number of s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlps between media

use and attitudes (18/42) and an-even largef number between interperson-

. al contact and attitudes (26/42) .. The relationships between interper—

1
¢

4

sonal contact and attitudes are also stronger in the majorlty of cases

than those between media use and attitudes, but on the whole, these two

varlables are related to attltudes smu.larly.

In, smnnary, the data prowde dlfferent answers about ‘the- relatlon-
shlps between interpersonal and medla exposure and’ 1nformatlon, attl—
tudes, and agendas -but the dlfferences are most strongly t1ed to the

dlfferent settlngs. In the Quebec data, cleair suppo@was found for the

. f1rst hypothesls from the attltudlnal dlmensmns and slight support from

Y

the’ 1nformatlon d1mens1ons. Interpersonal contact was more strongly re-

lated to each of these than mass media contact. Agendas in both data

i, / v 8




sets and information and attitude dimensio_ns in Minnesota showed no such

pattern, and disconfirmed the‘firs‘t hypothesis. - . , 4
The introduction of statgs {and in the Quebec.data, langkage) as a

ocontrol reduees the number of. variables signfieantly‘ related to inter-

personal contact and the size of most of the measnres of association.

The inclusion of these and interpersonal contact as controls alse reduc-

es the.size and number of significant relationships between media use

and the same measures. The relative importance of media and interper-
( < FY

' sonal contact as causes is not changed by the inclusion of controls,

however. Thus, the partlal suppor t and partlal disconfirmation origi-

nally found for the flrst hypothesis remalns. "

The second hypothesls examines the relatlve levels of’ assoc1at10n of.
media and mterpersonal contact ‘with 1nformatlon, attitudes and agendas ', '
at 'local,, natiqnal and. international levels.. Specifically, it prof:oses

that mass media effects will be strongest at the nat‘ionai and interna- -

'_tional levels w_hile interpersonal contact will .havk its, strongest ef-

fects at the 16cal level. f‘indings relatiné to this hypothesis are sﬁ\
marized in Table 2. . ' We examine f1rst flndlngs relatlng\

to information transfer. 1In the Mlnnesota data, v .

‘ne1ther media nor 1nterpersonal contact were related to transfer

{ L. s : r

Y 0 ’ '
‘ ' Tab About Here .

- S f

of local 1nformation but both were s1gn1f1cantly related to transter of. = |

£

'.

.

taw

international 1nformatlon w1th about the same frequency and the samé in-.
ten51ty. In the Quebéc data, a dlfferent pattern was{ found. - Media use
- and mterpersonal cont,a,ct were related to transfer of local, national

.wf‘ N

“ ’ . P
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and international|information.: Interpersonal contact was the most con-
s1stently and strongly related at all levels but the differences were
not great. . ) ) L : ‘ i
. The number of items measuring agenda settingi in both the Minnesota
" and "Quebec studles» is 11m1ted enough that it is dlfflcult to draw con- .
. cluSions. Both data sets show 1nterpersonal contact having mlnlmal
agenda settmg effects at the natichal and ;nternatlonal level. The
Quebec data, g1ve some support for lnterpersonal contact effects at the
‘loc'al level. The anesota data 1nd1cate significant relationshlps of
about the same degree between media use and agendas at both the.local
and international .level. In the Quebec data, the media are more strong-
ly related to adendas at the international than the local or national
" levels. The relatlonshlps are all so small that the dlfﬁerences are
probably not meamngful . In short, where dlfferences are found, they
are in the direction predlcted (medla at natlonal and 1nternat10nal and
1nterpersonal at local levels) but media and 1nterpersonal d1fferences
are not significant more often than they. are.

Minnesota data relatlng media and 1nterpersonal conta&ft to attltudes
prov1de no support for the . second hypothes’is. They are' both about
equally related to attltudes on local and 1nternat10nal rssues. In.con~
trast data from Quebec 1ndlcate that both media gand 1nterpersonal con—'
tact are more llkely to affect attltudes about interndtional rather than

”-

local issues. o . . 2

a

. - ! » N " .
Contrary to hypothesis 2, the most frequent and strongest” relation-

o
. s\h&pswer'e between interpersonal contact and attitudes about the inter-

national issues. One reason for this may be that - the interactions spe-




cifically asked for'were interactions with.'foreigners’ as opposed. to the
normal 1nteractlon pattern w1th frlends. If interaction wlth ne1,ghbors
and close fr1ends had been used 1nstead, the expected result of J,nter-

personal mteractlon operatlng at ‘the local level may haVe been more ap— . L
: g - - . o . ¥ K
parent. ) . " ;

/. . . -

In sumary, data from 1nformation and agenda sectors gave only par— :
’ tial-« suppport to the second hypothesls and ddta from' the attltuge sector Lo
gave ‘digconfirming evidence. Thus the second hypothe51s is rejected in

‘¥ < ’

its present general farm. ° . - ¢ L -

-~

. . The third hypothesis proposes thatgmass media v.vill ha‘{ve their strong—
est effects when interpersonal contact is low A sumnary show1ng numbe:
of stat1st1cally slgmflcant relatlonshlps relatlng to this hypothesls
can be | found in Table 3. The daQa *from Minnesota and Quebec prov1de
oonfllctlng 1nformatlon about th}s hypothes1s also. The anesota data .

‘ 1nd1cate oVerall stronger and more frequent relatlonshlps for mass medla

The Quebec data show larger and more than ‘twice as many signifidant re< - 4

latlonshlps between media and dependent varlables when 1nter “rso"nagl' ?
oontact is low, thus supporting the hypothes1s. ThlS pattern

more pronounced* when controls for status (and in the case of Qu@ec lan—

~

¢

guage) are introduced.

~

! ] o -

o . . Insert’Table 3 About Here y
- \ ~ : ‘
These apparent contradictory findings from the two data sets can be

—) , recoriciled %hen the dependent variables are dgain broken down' into oate.;’ S

gories of information agendas and attitudes.’ In both data' sets,

7/

]

i

|

|

where 1nterpersonal contact is h1gh oontradi'ctmg the third hypothesis. T ] }
!

|

1

, |
mation is more readily tfansfered by mass media in high interperson 1
» : 1

.
e
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.contact settmgs tﬁan low ones. In aneﬁa,gattltudes are equally

‘ frequently assoc1ated 1n the two while 1n Quebec they Ere much more fre—
. * L) [ o £
quently and strongly associated in ;.ow 1riterpersonal OOntact s1tuat10ns.

The apparent contradlctlon in the stmmary*flgures rs a result of differ-
oo ,'" T ing proport-lons of items devoted to. attltudes apd 1nformation transfer
in .the Ewo samples. . In both data sets, 1ntepersonal cont;act fac111t1—

- ates transfer ‘of 1nformat1§n but inhibits transfer of attitudes from me-

L -~ 4

-dia to media users. Thus, the third hypothes1s recelves support for at~

) t1tude transfer but is dlsconflrmed for 1nformat10n 'transfer. ’ =4
. = s

The fourth hypothesis proposes. that social—linguistlc background va-

-

riables will be important causes of attltudes, agendas and mformatlon

3
EE : levels. Data relatmg to the fourth hypothesls ar‘,e&smmarlzed in Table
) = 'I‘l;;ese sunmarles clearly 1nd1cate the 1mportfance of soblal llngUISth

(

. va):l,ables in determlnlng our 1nterv1ewees 1nfo tlon rlevels, agendas

H

and attitwdes. Both Ehe anesota and the Quebec data indlcat:(er 'gxat
subjects status is frequently related to lg‘é‘ unt of 1nfo%wat10n they

report. ThlS is true at thé local, ~nat10nal and 1nternat10nal level.
il .
In the Quebec dataé where language differences’ ex1st*, knowledge of Eng— .

. lish is also frequently assoclated with these varlables.
4 < . i . . 9

. ] . . \ -

£
> Insert TaRkle 4 About Here 5.

L 4

-~ . . The assoglatlons between socm—l:mgulstlc measur.%s and 1nformateon
are both the most regular and strongest found »1n the data sets, and ex-

oy
ist at the- Jocal natlonal and 1nternat10nal 1evels. The relatlonshlps .

"between our 1nd1cators of attltudes and soc10-lmgu1st1c background are’

. v - 7/
: “ also frequently 51gn1f1cant in both data sets. As ylth the informati‘on s
.o variables, these relatlonshlps do not appear to-differ in strength or
‘e.".' * . ’ ‘ : , e d g 'l ‘
‘ - ’ . ) . . - 21 - -' . ‘r ’ . %
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frequency as the’ analysis moves from the local to national and interna- » -,3
‘ - tional levels. ‘The same pattern that was found in the Quebec sample

“between language and mformatlon was alsd™found betweeh lan'guage and at-

t1tudes. Language and status appeared to be approx1mately -equally fre- ,t

. quent predlctors of attitudes. Further,~when controlling for language,

-~y
5 - . . the effects of status are only sllghtly reduced 1n most cases. indicating

\ the separateness of the pred1ct1ﬂ7e power of these two variables. .

- . In, smnnary, these data give broad support for the fourth hypothesis;
| The® data clearly indicate that the background variables in theSE gec—
graphlc sett1ngs are important predlctors of attJltudes, agendas and in-

e formation levels about local natlonal and 1nternat10nal issues. ' e

The fifth analytlc focus of the paper was more a series of concerns
']
e
_Q than a hypothesis, It was 1ntended to draw attentlon to oomparlng"the

S relatlve strength and regularlty of the varlous poss1ble _/assoclates of -

information, agendas ‘and att1tudés. A surrmary of the nmost general of

S ¢« 7. these comparlsons is 00nta1ned irf Table 5 whlch bombmes parts of Table .
.. . - land Table 4 tq show the® number of times that medla usé, 1nterpersonal ’ .

cOntac’t status, and Engllsh famlllarlty was related to each of the .

A

\ types of dependent variables and Table 6 which shows whlch relatlonshlps
N ' - )
: -are strongest most frequently . - -

”

In the Minnescta data, status is’ the most frequently related variable
N \-J

to information . L _r 9 .

\ ’ . "' \ " - N R -
" Insert Tables 5 and 6 About Here 4
t ! ) . o “ ’ . )
and attitudes; but th1s is sanewhat m1slead1ng Media use was most/of-

ten more strongiy related to 1nformat10n };han elther status or 1nterper-t'

¢ 3 ;" . . . ~
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sonal relatlonshlps ;I'hus, status was. more frequently related to infor-

mation and att1tudes but when media use was related, 1t was related more

. strongly than status to those attitudes and areas of information.

-In the Quebec data, 1nterpersonal contact ard, ~languag¥.- were the‘

strongest correlates of 1nformat10n acqulsltlon. 'In QUebec, medLa use

- N R

and status were frequently nélated to information lewvels as in the Min-

nesota data, bit more of the strongest relationships were w1th language’
{

?

and inter rsonal oontact. ‘ ’ e T -

- The data deahng w1th the oOrrelates of agenda setting are not clear .

about which varlables predommabe _This 1s partly a t;esult of the small

<

number of agenda sett1ng 1tems in the data set. ~All of the .1ndependent _" .

var1ables effect agendas., scme 1n one of the~ samples and some in the

2.

other, and sqme at one level of generallty and some at bthers. No clear .

N . 3 .:,
pattern was apparent. e T !

< ) ' SR
Non-medla varlables were generally more frequently and strongly re-

_ lated to attltudlnal variables than media varlables. x Status was most
strorgly and most frequently related in both data sets followed by lan—
guage and 1nterpersonal oontact Medla use was also related to these
varlables in' many cases but to a lesser degree generally. 'I'hls prov1des
a very general answer o the flfth focus - of the paper, ‘but it is clear-
that many varlatlons exist for dlfferent types of att1tudes, mformatlon

objects and agendas and in dlfferent settmgs Whlch \are too canpllcated
.‘todeal with in asg._ngle paper. ) )

-

* T -
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« It is not p0531ble to examlne all poss1ble re,latlons between -as many_~—

i \ < \/ £
. varlables as are used here in one shert article. Wur purpose here is to

~ summarize and point to general, patterns. ' f -

-

Y e .

? o . contact,, was. generally supported ,in the Quebec data and’ not supported in

w

e v R ' duced by the 1rfclu516n of controls. Thus, we conclude that to estab-

‘e - 4 Yy

L " ,1lsh the relatlvs mportance of the two 1nfluence (med:.a. and interper-

: L
Cn sonal) requlre a geographlc referent as’ well ,as spec1f1catlon of .the
dependent varlable studled and may be even _more complex thz Klapper

by the
neo-marx1sts~ is less powerfu} than they generally assume and appears

. : ' (1960) proposed In any case’ the medla J.mperlallsm propos

. . only for’ some variables in some settmgs. It should be ngted 1n connec~
. e

, tion w1th this hypothesls that non-cable users in the cabled comnumty

1n Quebec were excluded so the contrast, between Anglophone telev:.smn

this hypothes1s further undermlnes the culutural unperlallsm ?pos1tlon.

L " The second hypoth’esls, that 1nformat10n, attitudes and agendas would

. be_mst strongly_ related to media .use at the national-&nd international

level -and interpersonal contact at the local level, received support in. °

same’cases in‘some settings But findings were generally not significant

and sometimes were significant in the opposite direction.

»

¢ . « Y

I3
B A
-
4

The flrss hypothes1s, that 1nforrnatlon, attltudes gnd agendas wouldA

|
, the Minnesota dat4. These dlfferenoes weré enhanced, rather than~ Le- -

users and non-users was enhanced. Thus the fow 1&el of -support ﬁor "

be more frequently and strongly assoc1ated with mterpersonal than medig B

L

-
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: for 1nformatlon and neither pattern was clear for agendas. 'I'hese flnd— -

s
) . - -, . K . _— . LY
. b Y ]
~ ' - - . s’

.
\ ! .

The third hypothesis, that medla l.mpact would be strongest where 1n—
terpersonal contact was mlnimal, was supported 1n both data sets Eor‘ at- -
t1tudes but opp051te results were found in both data sefs for 1nforma— .:‘ ’
tion transfer. Thus Mcfeod®s? " (1980) and Ball—gokeach and DeFleur s -

(1976) conclublons are substantlated for attitudes but also lgmted in
H Yy .

the1r generallzablllty by the f1nd1ng that the opposlte effect appeared )

”

’ 1ngs also help explaln W1nter s (1979) observatlon that 1nterpersonals". ’ d

¥ < -

contact was repo‘rted as both enhancmg and suppressmg media. afifects:
The fourth hypothes1s, “and its exploratory extens1on, examined the '
role of 5001a1—llngulst1c varlables as determlnants of 1nformat10n, at-

tlt‘.udes arid agendas. In both dat:a sets tthese varlables were mportént.

) _The relative importance of status and language compared torintérpersonal®

contaCt and medla exposure vatied bet:ween the two samples and the varie-

tg of 1nd1cators. 'éey were generally as. unportant or more 1mportant® .
» _r
than medla and interpersonal contact, however. Thus, the conclus10ns of

__4_

Inkeles and Smlth (1974), D1az—Bordéneau (1976), Mullens (1977), and

- ot‘ A
,i LA -\?%,,

McLeod et aI. (1974) were also supported and extended from agendas to .

attitudes and cognitions,- and from developmg .Anatlon settlngsvto devel-

oped nations. . , SR ’ TN

- Several conclusions of general importance can be drawn from' these N

o

-data. Flrst, as Beltran (1976) sa1d, each cultural sett1ng 1s unique.

-

L Y )

>

- ~they will apply in another. .In two settings ‘as similar as‘Canada-U.S. -

<

” i % S
.and U.S.-Canada differences in. findings wére more common %han sin;ilari—. R

ties. - This.implied the need both for a vastly expanded. pool of _iihter: #.; -

P
- . . -~

' It 1s not psssible, to slmply take f1nd1ngs from one settfng—and Eagssme ./

b ] Lo s




cultural oommumcatlon‘ StudleS and a systenuzatlon based on this ‘much
extended- pool. Untll that begins to develop, researchers and practl—\x'
tloners should exerc1se cautlon in attemptlng to generahze their con-
. cLusmns beyond the settmg in which they were reached.
’ Qoond medla, mterpersonal and soc10—11ngulst1c var1ables do not
operate in a unlform way across different: categorles of variables. /Lan-
; guage may be ‘a..strong predictor of attitudes and a weak forecaster of
‘agendas. Further, the var1atlon patterns beoome more oomplex the flner
. - the dependent varlable categorles. More d1vergence oﬁ flnd;mgs occurred
when categorles like attitudes and agendas were broken down 1nto local,
national and 1nternatlonal than when they were not. The variation. in
power-of the various predictors was even ;less r\eguiar relating to spe—
Q~ . 'oifio indit:ator% of dependent variabies. This suggests the appropr;ate—
ness of an inductively based scheme ‘of dependent varlable categories us-
ing oo&repts generated from smularly related prop051thns rather than
our current (relatively unsuccessful) deductlvely‘developed categories. .
e g:hlrd same cautlon should vbe exercised when examm;ng media effects .
studies Wthh do not include interpersonal and soc1o-11ngulst1c varia- |
belest When medla contact is used in the oo’ntext of these other varia-
‘bles, and- 1ts relatlve mportance 1s compared to theirs, a much mote §
o ‘\cautlous 1nterpretatlon thah broadly based media 1mper1ahsm seenifs ap-

L

exammed out of' this context. their
. £
apparent strength 'is art1f1c1ally erﬁ'lanced ; v Y

) proprlate. when media effects are

- The general analysis of the data reported here and thése reservatlons T

7 g about current: attempts to generallze media research lead us to oor/lclude
- 14

L that a SOlld foundation for understandmg medéa effects is still bemg

.7 - ' ’
by . ) ‘ N ¢ .
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built and much more detailed and extensive research is imperative. Stu-

- v

‘ dies such as this one are eﬁy attempts to form, such a foun-
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' Inter— s v . Inter- Inter- , |

J

Local national Local National national
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Nunber of Statistlcally Sighificant Relat.lonshlps (p<.05) From -
.. s Third ‘Hypothesis ‘Data )

y LI .
s . Minnesota Data’ « Quebec Data .
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Tablg 5
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. Nunber of Statistically Significant Relationships (p<.05)
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Inter- Inter- T
‘ - " Media personal " Status = Media P&rsonal Status Language
Information = 4/6 3/6. . 6/6 11/16 15716 126 15/16
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Table 6

. ' . Strongest Relationship With Dependent Variables ' P

', . ’ N B _ \
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TABLE A
e’ . - ‘ )
EFFECTS OF STACUS CANADIAN MASS MEDIA AND
K . ) :
INTERPERSONAL EXPOSURE OF- RURAL MINNESOTANS {Pearson ) ~
A ~
. MEDIA ® INTERPERSONAL STATUS
mmvr VAR!ABHS - - ' . OOMPOSITE ~ COMPOSTTE COMPOSTTE
. [ with ) 0 " with v
' order controls onder contfols . order
DIORWTION . f ‘ ' .

tuber of issues facingCanada (csyy . w4t .26 (412)  wee .22 (408) *ees 17 (412) aen=,16 (409) #*ae 20 (412)

Mmber of {ssues between US and Canada (CANUSISS)

* 11 (413) (08 (409)  W-12 (413)  W007 (410)  ew .12 (413)
Arount kpown about Ganadim\issuea ?unposite (SCALECN) :n 31 (413)  wee,28 (409) -.07 (413)' =05 (410) e+ 19 (413)
Language familiarity damosite (CENTNFO) g - AN AT L) aee 44 (4100 #0025 (414) weei20 (411)  eee 22 (414)
Hamber of issues’ facing US (ISSUS) i - .0l (414)  -.02 (410) 0L (414) - .02 (411)° sem_ 20 (414)
leount known about US issues m&m (SCALEUS) v , .K;.OJ (413) -.2)6 (409) 0l (413) . ,02 (410) #*ee 19 (413)
whws T I - - ) L
FFDAS . L ' . .
! ° R ‘e " .
Host important issue facing Canada \(C.ISUIM’) . W WA (232) — -’.081'(232) — 164232
“Nost “tmportant ighue between US and Canada (CANUSIMP) ) e, 14t (236) ——— .10.4(236) — . .097(236)
Host important issue facing US(SURPT) * - 14+ (322) — 064022) | . .06+(322)
. - ] R
. ATTITUDES . . . \ . .
-Attitode toward (CANAD) . .01 (414) .01 (410) -.01 (414) . -.02 (411) . =-.05 {414)
Attitude toward nglish canadians {ENGLISH) ¢ - * -.09 (44)°  -.07 (410) ¢ 1 @le) 11 (4 ~.02 (414)
' Attitude tovard Prench Canadjans (FRENGW) .06 (414) .05 (410) -.03 (414) ' -,03 (41)) .05 (414)
* L I 2
Attitide toward US (USA) ' i T =03 (414) 0L (410) 4012 (414)4  *(11 (411)-  ew 16 (4190
Attitule tvard American Whites {us wmrTES) .00 (414) -.01 (41p) -.03 (414)  -.03 (411) - .05 (414)
httitule toward Merican Blacks (US SLACKS), . . -.03 (414) =01 {419) - ~.04 (Al4)  ~,05-(A11) *** . .19 (A14)
Attitude tchard Gvt. fsupported medicine (GVIMIZE) Too-o1@sn -of (0 .01 (413) © .03 (410) e 16 (413)
X : . .
Attitide to.ard Gvt. sipported low cost housing (LOCSTHOS) -77 (413) -.05 (4%‘ -.02 (413)  ~.01 (410) ** .19 (413)
» pz‘.bS L - l
* pg.01 A . )
»h 5,001 : .
t eta coefficient calculated because of curvilinear data .
4
-\ o 'K
- 37 . o
) ) ' \ ' : :
o . 2 ) . . ! . \ .
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. , L ) TABLE B ) ) . R ' i )
- . o _ " EFFECTS OF STATUS, LANGUAGE, AND ANGLOPHONE MASS MEDIA \ )
!, ) . . . : . ,' ’ ' AND INTERPERSONAL EXPOSURE ON RURAL QUEBECOIS (Pearson r) . ) \\
. -, ; o MEDIA INTERPERSONAL ' STATUS & > LANGUAGE -
DEPENDENT VARIABLES COMPOSITE . COMPOSITE COMPOS1TE COMPOSITE .
. ) : - 0’ vith T - —ith 0 .
L N order controls ‘or{er controlal order controls order . Mult R
| Isropurioy l " N . - ‘ >
) Knowledge of US problems (KNUSPRB) L -.04 (368) -.06 (356) -.03 (574) -.01 (562) .06 (5745 04 (563) .07 (566) .08
' Nunber of problems for the US named (NUMUSPRB) AAA L6°(519)  wma 17 (503)‘ Ahae,20 .(Blk)/ Rl U (79.8) AR 23 (B14)  AMa 19 (799)  aa 23 (802) .35
: Hewy Carter recognitfon (CARTER) : Ah-.18 (519)  © .05 (503) \;“-‘ZI"(BH) MR- 15 (797)  Ana-23 (813) s 18 (798) #4426 (801) C 39
Ted Kennedy recognition (KENNEDY) ’ TAan 117 (519) ) 09 3(5503) ;?;-.2(1‘(813) MR- 14 (797) Aan 1.1\4 (813) ,"‘ .10 (798) asa 20 (80.1) .30 . -
. Suber of probleams for Europe named (mwru) w21 (519) “a 214 (503)  Ama 19 (814) n:-.n (814) A% 13 (814) & 07 (79_9) AAa. 23 (802) .28
L xnwledgé of European problems (xxeu'mn) . -.qi (264) -.10 (253) A% .14 (411) & .09 (400) - ‘.06 (411) .02 (401) _#s 16 (404) | 24
Siczone U;Ll recognlt;oﬁ (WEIL) . ~ NAA .17 (518) ** 12 (503) ** .,08 (181:2)‘ * =03 (797) A% .08 (812) .05 (798) #4a 18 (801) .22‘
Valery Giscard d'Eun‘tn'gv {tcogntt}on Q'E?TAING)“‘ .17 (516) -02 (501) ) Aha_ 25 (810) Ard- 16 §79S)7 AAR 25 (B10) AR 19 (296)  #%% 33 (799) l 42
Knovledge'of Canadian probl;u—a (RNCNPRB) .06 (481) -00 (467)  4%a- 11 (743) & -.08 (720) Ass 13 (743) T L1 4730) w10 (733) 18 ) .
-~ %ber of problema for Cahada n;;“néd (MCNPK’) LLL .21. (519) nl“.u (503) s ) ‘15‘14)‘ 4 -,06 (7985 saa 19 (B14) £ an .15 (799) aan 18 (802) ] .28
}‘ ' - Joe Clark recognition (C;.Am() c . .oak(sxa)\' 02 (502) 4%l 14 (81;) L —.1(.1 (796) %% .09 (812) & .06 (797)  #% 13 (800) .22
Ellfot Trudeau recognition (TRUDEAY) * .06 (519) .03 (503) *a ..10 (8)3) * -.(18 (197 -03 (813) +02 (798) .06 (801) .13
Knovledge of Quebec problens. (K-NQ;’RB) K .94 (493) ) -.01 478 * -.07 (764) 203 (749) .06 (764) <03 (750)  #4n 32 (753) -, .15
Number of problems for Quebec *amed (NUMQPRB) 44 .11 (519) .03 (SO{) a3 (qu) ‘M‘\-,oa (798)  #aa 19 (814)., 44 ',15‘(799) A%A 18 (802) < .25
Claudg Rys.. recognition (RYAN) T AAA 13 (517) |.03 ksog) MMM 83 (B11) aaa-,)7 ‘(796)‘ ann .13 ‘(exi) % .08 (797) 4n 22 (800) JREE
) Rene Levesque recognition (LEVESQ’UB) T .02 (519) ) -91 (5(?3) . Apa-.11 (813) .09 (797) 7., ~ .04 (813) .03 (798) . * .07 (801) .15 .
AGENDAS ’ . ) %7 f . )
. ’ L ' . ~ v . ‘ ! ¢ ’ :
.‘ﬂ‘-'fst fmportant problem for Europe (IMPEUERB) r .07%(273) 054 (425) ——— ‘ .}51'(\622-) P m——— .05+(418) ~
l H;n {mportant })roblen for the s (IMPUSPRB) .074(373) .061(580) ——— 9*.‘151'(580) ——— ~054(571) )
Most fmportant ;;rofale- for Canada (I}?PCNPRB) - JALH(518) v wmeme .08t (898) —- .074(813) rr——— .021(704) -
Ndye gmportant proble:for Quebec (IMPQRRB) .094(497) - AR 141(769) e M LIN(769) - eemee A% ", 08%(758) ; ( .
*  p<,08 t eta coefficient calculated becau;e of cuwtltn:ﬂ' data . c o~ i '
- M p<.01 11 data for media compoaite were calculated excluding respondents who lived {n a cabled community but did not have cable
At 5,001 i ' ' .
~ S - P ’ . . ) .

9
3
»
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. » “ TABLE B .
@‘ " . » , . ‘ g . v \
. EFPECTS OF STATUS; LANGUAGE, AND ANGLOPHONE MASS MEDIA . : . :
- . b 14
. * ” AND INTERPERSONAL EXPOSURE ON RURAL QUEBECOIS (Pearson r) C
. : 3} .
; ‘ MEDIA ° 3 INTERPERSONAL STATUS ’ LANGUAGE
DEFENDENT VARIABLES . COMPOSITE . COMPOSITE COMPOSITE v COMPOSITE -
- = d =% =
- , 0 with 0 with 0 with . 0 ’
: - A order + controls ‘. qrder * 7 controls ,order controls .order Mule R
v - L .
. ATTITUDES ~ N & '
L Semantic differentials US good-bad (USGOOD) LY =07 (472) -.04 (458) % .08 (739) . * .07 (726) -.01 (739) .00 (727) ° -.05 (730) .15
Semantic differentials US active-passfve - " - 11 (472) -.01 (458) * 112 (739) A% 10 (726) ARA- 15 (739) . wek. 13 i727) [ YUY (730) 28 "
JUSACTIVE) . - o'y A
. . Seémantic d. fferentials US strong-veqlk * .07 (472) ~.02 (458) A% 409 (739) .05 (726)  #%%-.18 (739) wa%.15 (727)" #aad,15 (730) -2
- ¢ (USSTRONG) v R ¥
Serantic differentials US friendly-unfriendly #% . 12 (471) -.10 (4578  ~ 07 (738) .05 (725) .04 (738) .06 (726) * ~,07 (729) .18
(LSFRXEKD) . . T . . N
LI ) ~ . ° y - o .
. - Senant!c differentials US fast-slow (USFAST)  #% ~.13 (470) ~.04 (456) 106 (731 02 (724)  wha-,16 (737)  a%ao1) (762)  aem,)5 (728) 25,
Semantic differentials US effective- % ~,08 (472) ~.00 (458) * .06 (739) 02 (726)  ##x.,13 (739) ',. =11 (727) > #%xa 13 (730) .21
ineffectiVe (USEFFECT): . . ° / a0 ¢ . R
Preference for US or Quebec chain -.05 (493) -.07 (478) % ~.08 (776) % ~-,08 (761) # .07 (776) " & -.08 (762)  * °-.01 (765) S
restaurants (EAT) : . . R A 1 -
5 ’ . ) ¢ )
Preference for US or Quebec vocalista (SING) ARl 2] (440) # -, 08 (427) 1 .01 (709) ~.04 (697) a%%. 36 (709) nﬁ'-,33 (698) . #ax_ 18 (701) .39.
, Preference for US or Quebec chain motels~ *a%-.18 (483) * -,09 (469) * .08 (767) . 05 (754)  AaRe .25 (767) . #aa1123 (755)  aaaa,13 (758) .28
, -, (HOTEL) , . . o o N
. 1 . *
+  Reck of Economy as a’problem for the US , . -.04 (431) 01 (417) % .07 (685) .05 (672) #° -,07 (685) ~.05 (673) . * -,07 (676) - .16
) (USECNRIK) - - -, \ ) \
) Rank of International Peace as 3 problem for - # “+.09 (439) .06 (420) * .06 (689) ~* .06 (676) A% .09 £689) a» .09°(677) . -.00 (639) .10
the f.S (USPCERNK) * - . - y . , ° Lt .
L3 ¢ N . . .
. . 3
Rank of“Energy ss ‘a problea for the Us ~,01 (434) .06 (420) * .06 (690) (04°(677)  A%A.,17 (690) Akk-,16 (678) ** -, 10 (681) .21
CUSENGRYK) - . , . . .
* Rawr of Sational Unity as & problem for the +.02 (414) -.07 (400)  A*A-.13(666) & .08 (653) Aaw 33 (666) 7 an 10 (654) aax 16 (657) .23
LS (USUXTRNK) . . - - . ) . . o
. - N L - R . .
. N u . o
i .« Rank of Growing Governnent as problem -.03 (416) ~.05 (402) #% ~,09 (668) 4% -,10 (655) .04 (668) - ,04.,(656) . -.00 (659) 11
-, for the US (USSCLRNK) ™ : ) .
There should be more US programming on * 07 (515) #* 09 (499) _"* =.06 (808) % , .06 (792) 4%+ .11 (B08) #%a .11, (793) .03 (796) 12
Canadian~TV (MOREUS) ' . s . c. B ° -
w - - - -,\ -. ' - ) ’
*  pc.0S T 4 ) . R N <.
. 42 nc,01 . - J K . -
824 5¢,001 B ' M . <
. . LY
+ eta valua reported becauvse of curvilinear data t v . - oL
- - N - ’ te
° - . . - L oL n -
’ . - - ! .
. . o s 41
. - 1) .
0 ~ .- Coe | -
) \)‘ ' ° A} * °
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TABLE B \ N . may 7, . L
Al v . v -~ - \/ - [} ‘*
- EPFECTS OF STATUS, LANGUAGE, AND ANGLOPHONE MASS -HEDIA ) ) . ;
, . "AND INTERPERSONAL EXPOSURE ON RUBAL QUEBECOLS (Pearaon r) , ’
. . MEDIA INTERPERSONAL ’ STATUS LANGUAGE .
*  DEPENDENT VARIABLES T COMPOSITE COMPOSITE COMPOSITE COMPOSITE
) [ . vith 0 with 0 . vith 0
N order controls order . controls order controls order Hule X
Sezantic differential Quebec good-bad (QGOOD) -.03 (514) .01 '(499) .00 (805) ~.027(790)  #*n_ 13 (805) #%41.12 (791) & -.06 (794) .13 .
Sezantic differential Quebec active-passive * -.09 (514) -.02 (499) * .07 (805) .03 (790)  #%%_,12 (80S) A# .10 (791) * Aa%..13 (794) -20 -
(“ACTIVE) . . - =z
Semantic differential Quebec atfong-wesk -.06 (514) -.05 (499) .00 (804) -.01 (789) -.03 (804) ° .02 (790) -.05 (793) -08
(QSTRONG) . - o . ‘
Sesantic differential Quebec friendly- <05 (514) .05 (499) .05 (805) =.00 (790)  #*ko 17 (805)  A%a~ 14 (791) ##%-.16 (794) -26
unfriendly (QFRIE}’D) « .
Se—antic differential Quebec fast-slow ' «01 (513) .05 (498) »04 (804) .02 (789)  A%a_ 12 (804) wao 1) (790) * -.,07 (793) .19
('7as1)” . .
A - /
Sezantic differential Quebec effective- -.04 (513) .00 (498) .04 (804) .02 (789) % .08 (804) % =07 (790) # -.06 (793) .12 ‘
s i-effective (QEFFECT) - © . .
. ‘ - I ) R
Panisof Economy as a problem for Québec .04 (511) .04 (496) -.04 (799) ~.04 (784) -.03 (799) -,03'(785) -.00 (788) .08
( ZCONRME) ) .
- N .
+ Pank of International Peace is a problem .07 (506) - ~04 (491) # -,08 (794) v.05 (779)  #a& 26 (794) 4k 24 (780) 4% 13 (783) ‘31
for Quebec (QPCERNK) B . -
Raak of Energy as a problem for Quebec. * .09 (5073 .02 (492) 4% -.10 (795) % .06 (780) A% .09 (795) .06 (781) " +# .13 (784)  -17
(ENGRNK) O N v
Psdk of Natfongl Unity as a problem for il -.1]??5’08) 202 (493)  *hh 16 (796) 4wk 13 (781) A 24 (796) #dno 2] (782) Aaa- 17 (785) .34 .
Qusbect '(QC!-'!TRSK) " . re - . ‘ -, ‘
Faak of Growing Government as a problem .04 (505) -.03 (490) .00 (793) -.01 (778 ~.03 (793) -.02 (779) -.05 (782) 06
for Quebee (QSCLRNK) ‘ -
b Fl
* pebs . 1
L p<.01 . ! - .
*at  pe,001 x ’ '
, o~ ' .
+ eta qoefficient calculated because of curvilinear data v . \ .
. b t :
. > M > \_7’
- - 1 " [
. ’ - - e ” ~
. . N v . -
+ M . . .
¢ af . N - " .
42 o . | 15
¥, . ‘ 9
. [ * . ’ » "
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. TABLE B . -
B s .
\ . .
L e EFFECTS OF STATUS, LANGUAGE, AND ANGLOPHONE MASS gEDIA -
* AND INTERPERSONAL EXPOSURE ON RURAL QUEBECOIS (Pe‘arson ) ¢
h MEDIA INTERPERSONAL STATUS | " LANGUAGE
DEPENDENT VARIABLES COMPOSITE COMPOSITE COMPOSITE COMPOSITE
< _ 0 with 0 with 0 with . 0
order controls order controls «, order controla order Hule R
Ch 1 f a French®r US TV ch 1 -
CaTrny v Trene anne has-.20 (fon -.11 (489) .02 (795) -.06 (J80)  wHA-15 (795)  wMa-,12 (781) aae-,19 (788) +30
Sexzantic differential Canada good-bad (CGOOD) =.05 (514) -.02 w (806) * ,07°(791) .01 (806) .04 (792) A% -,10 (795) © .20
Se:antic)dli{erentlai Canada active-passive -.05 (313) ~.02 (498) (805) \02 (790) -.04 (805) =03 (791) *» -,07 (794) ° .11
{CACTIVE . ' . .
Serantic differential Cansda strong-wesk .01 (513) T.01 (499) .03 (804) .02 (790) .04 (804) .05 (791) -.03 (794) 12
{CSTRONG) - ,
Senantic differential Canada friendly- =09 (512)  -.01 (497) %% .09 (803) .05 (788) #* -.10 (803) "% -, anne .23,
ante tendly (gkli.\’b) (788) (803) ' ‘07 (789) 14 (792)
: . —ean . .
Se:a;t;c differential Cankga fast-slow -.00 (513) .02 (498) .03 (804) .02 (789) -.05 (804) -.05 (790) -.02 (793) .06
(CFAST : L {
Semantic differential Canada effective- -.06 (514) =.02 (499) * .08 (B05) *% .06 (790) -.06 (805 -.02 (79 LI .15
tneffective (CEFFECT) ° . ‘ : (603) 91 06 (194)
Rank of Xational Unxty as a problem for -.09 (502 * .09.(487) -.05 (785) -.05 (770) -.03 (785) =-.03 (771) -;01 (774) .10
Canada (CECOMRNK) . }
r ' -
Rank of International Peace as a problem for. =-.09 (499 .02 (484 * .07 (783 AR L) AR
! Canada TCPCER.‘K) (499) (484) (783) .03 (768) .17 (783) .15 (769) * .13 (772) .19
~ .
(ank :t‘jnem as a problem for c Canada 07 (500) % .p9 (485) .02 (784) 108 (769)  * -.06 (784) * -.07 (770) .04 (773) .15
GR -f '
Pank of Internal Cnity as a problem for MR- 1S (497 * .1 (482 LLLIS Y] 579 'Y (A7 LT LTI LLT Y .25
Canada (CUSTTRAK) S (497) A« ) (779) .09 (764) .16 (:79)‘? .14 (765) X4 (768)
2ank of Growing Covernment as blem - y - ) -
oo canada (CS%LR.\K) & proble .04 (49%) .06 (480} .05 (778) -.06 (763) # ,07. (778) » _ +08 (764} -.01 (767) -1,3__’f
N ¢
We should have more lavs regulutlng labor -.02 (516) =.07 (500) #**- 12 (811) %% -,09 (795) . .04 (811) 02 (796) % 10 (799) 18
and agriculture (MRGVTAG) . . : ) ' ‘.
We s‘\ould have more laws regulating small i 04 (317) 06 (‘501) " oo 10 (812 4 (796 ) oa '
* - hat’} hat'} had) -. ~a .. .
SusIness (MRCLTELS) h (812) 04 (796) 04 (812) 07 (797) 15 (800) .15
¥e shculd have more laws controlllns natural A% - 1] (516) % -,08 (500) #* .07 511 L] -.07‘ 795 hRo 14 (811 LLLEIS LN ¢/ 6' .
resources (MRGVTRCS) ¢ 1. (73%) ' ¢ - ) N > (196) 00 (199 19
so‘d;tv would be better vlth less government .02 (517) "‘ -.05 (501) -.00 (812) .00 (796) wAm 18 (812) A 18 (797) _o:r. (800) 21
(LESE'T) . )
There should be less violence (VLNCE) -'.07 (517) -.06 (502) ° * .08 (810) #** 08 (795) .03 (810) .03 (796) .00 (799) .15
. ~ " Y
1] p(,r)s . . /
" pe.01 * \
% 7p<,001 . : .
’ . d - * +
+ eta coefficient calculated becsuse of curvilifd data ’
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TABLE
v EFFECTS OF ANGLOPHONE MASS MEDIA T ’
o O RURAL MINNESOTA RESIDENTS V/ITI DIFFERENT
. AVOUNTS OF INTERPERSONAL CONTACT WITI CANADIANS _ -
MEDIA CPOSTTE T | . OOVINCT SimE COVIACT SURSNLE.
R 0 with o~ with
. . order controls arder controls
LFORATION , . N
Mmber of issues facing Cahada (CISU) ' < J08 (146) W08 (143) wee 32 (266) *** .28 (263)
Rumber of issues betwden US and Canada, (CAVUSISS) . .00 (146) © =01 (43) o« 13 (267) '/11 (264)
‘Hrount Jnown about Canadian issucs catposite (SCALEON) .05 (145) .05 (142) een 42 (268)  *** .39 (265)
language familiarity camosite (GENINFO) ' c T *MYA0 (146) %% 40 (143) wee g (268  *** .44 (265)
Rumber of isgues facing US (ISSUS) . ,02 '(145) 01 (143) -, 00 (25?) =04 (143)
Prount. known about US issues campoeite (SCALEUS) . =11 (145) -.12 (242) -.01 (268) -.u3 (265)
Most important issue facing Canada (csune) : .05 (53)+ — /{4 (169)+ —
$ost inportnt issue between US and Canada (CAWSTME) 07 ()t | e %14 (162)% —_—
Most impartant issue facing US (1SUDPT) . Lo “ 24 (110)+ — AL (212)+ —
ATTITUDES 7 . ; N
 Attitrde toward Canada (CNADR) ‘ .05 (146) 05 (U3) .03 (268) -.01 (265)
Attitude toward English Canadians (ENGLISH), 02 (146) -.02 (143) .10 (268) °  -.10 (265)
Attitude toward French Canadians (Pfxm ) 01 (146) ", .01 (143) .m.a (268 * , .06 (2::5)
- Attitude toward US {USA) . ! ¢ .08 (L46) 05 (43)  -,06 (268) °-.03 (263)
Attitude toward Arerican Whites (US WHITES) - .03 (146) .09 (143)  ~.07 (268) -.08 (265)
Attitudé toward“Mnerican Blacks (US BLACKS) -0t () ~.00 (143) - 05 (268) -.ul (203)
"Attitude toward Ovt. supported medicing (GneEs) ' * .15 (M6) . *.15 (M3) 10 (267)  **-.14 (264)
Attitude towerd Gvt. supported low cost houslng (LocsTHOS) ~.05 (146) -.06 (143)  -,02 (267 ~.06 (264)
« pl.os i : T

* p¢ 0L . -
(L0 p4.001 .
+ eta“coe!ﬂcient calculated because of curvilinear data

-~ .
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) . . EFFECTS or Ancz.omomz' MASS MEDIA \ - )
S ’ ) @ - ON RURAL QUEBECOIS OF DIFFERENT
i . T INTERPERSONAL CONTAC'I‘ I,BVELS WITH AND WITHOUT CONTROLS FOR STATUS AND LANGUAGE :
. . \ . ’ - P
" MEDIA COMPOSITE : . @ LOW INTERPERSONAL HIGH INTERPERSONAL -
, . CONTACT SUBSANMPLE CONTACT SUBSAMPLE
. : - ‘ 5 : —ith ' 0 . with
R ’ - order controls order controls
INFORMATION N ' ) : :
Knowledge of US problems (KNUSPRB) .o ~.04 (131) ~.06 (125) R - =s03 (237) -.06 “(22‘6)
Number of problems for US named (NUMUSPRB) : **r .26 (}}2) Rk .22 (215) bl ..25 (279) ** .15 (283)
Jirmy Carter recognition (CARTER) . ’ 11 (222) .03 (215) w0 21 (297) .08 (283)
Ted Kennedy recognition (KENNEDY) . \ - * 14 (222) * 12 (215) 17 (297) .07 (283'? i
"Number of nroblems for, Europe r.mmed (Nﬁi{EUPRp) T aam .21 (222) ’ e 27) (215) *A 19 (297) T % 12 (?83_) %
Knowledge of European problems (KNEUPRB) ) ‘ ~.06 (82) =11 (79 T .00‘(182). . ~.08 (28?)
3 " "Simmone Weil recognitivn (‘)EIL)‘ . 9 ) ' . AR 20 (222) ** 19 (215) o916 (296) T .08 (2832
Valery Giscard d'Estaing recognition (D' ESTAING) , * 13 (221) .05 (214) *R 17 (295) .. .00 (282)
Knovledge of Canadian problems (KNCNPRB) : . .04 (201) ’..;01 \(195) .05 (280) ) .0} (267)
Number of oroblems for Canada named (NUMCNPRB) Fo1s ). .11 (215) ., .02 (297) Y (283)
Joe Clark recognition (CLARK) W06 (222) L1 (215) .08 (296) ) .04 (282) ‘
Ell!ot Trudeau recognition (TRUDEAU) .07 (222) . .06‘(215) .05 (297) -01‘ (283)
Knovlbedge of Quebec problems (KNQPRB) . 105 (209) «03+(203) & +01 (284) ~.05' (270)
Number of problems fov( Quebec named (NUMQPRB) . .08 (272) ' + .03 (215) * 11 (297) . . .04 (283)
Claude Ryan recognition (RYAN) . . 04 (222) ' .00 (215) ;n' 17 (295) .05 (282)
Rene Levesqgg recognition (LEVESQUE) .}. -_.01 (222) ) ~’.03 (215) .03 (297) . . +04 (283)‘
-~ : H
AGENDAS " 3 ' , ‘ o
Most important problem for Europe (IMPEUPRB) . * .12 ‘(37)1'.' : Sesmmm—— .08 (186) -18 (186)t
Host tmportant problem for the US (IMPUSPRB) ] » 12 (3t P i -07 240yt 09 (2000t
Most important problem for Canada (IHPéNPRB) - .06 (‘222)1' ) )‘ “""."""‘-""“"? .12 (296)t - <11 -(296)F
Most important problem for Quebeé (IMPQPRB) ' Q4 @iyt N -7 .08 (286)F . .06 (286); .
- vy . o : o . o . \ “ . ~.' ‘ X
47 S p <05 ‘ T St -
~ . f . o
EMC *f* +§:: ggiff‘icient calculated because of curvilinear dat?l ' . . ] ' 3 o T ) 48
: ‘ . “2 s

T - o

-




. TABLE D ‘ » : ’ oo

. ;- EFFECTS OF ANGLOPHONE'MASS MEDIA. °~  , - o “

ON RURAL QUEBECOIS OF DIFFERENT . s :
° \ ‘ s . .
o INTERPERSONAL, CONTACT LEVELS WITH AND WITHOUT CONTROLS FOR STATUS AND LANGUACE . a
. . . ’ N . . - ‘. PN
MEDIA CONPOSITE ) T ' LOW INTERPERSONAL " BIGH INPERPERSONAL )
: M : CONTACT SUBSAMPLE: ; CONTACT SUBSAMPLE
. . , ) 0 ', e with : ')‘7: ] , ¥ith
. . B Lo ‘order ¢ 7 *  controls . *““order \controls
ATTITUDES - ) : ! . . s
» - . 3 . @ .2 » ,5'\:
Serantic alueféntlnl Us’good-bnd (USCOOD) :.10 96) , . ~.12 (190) - . D (276) | .02 (263)
Sermantié dlfte:ent!al US active-pdssive _ - * -.13 (196) e .07 (190) --68 (276) 02 (263) &
(USACTIVE) '+ ', N . vy .
- EAL ' . ’ h3 : A
Secant{c differential US ntrons-velk . T =12 (197) + «.06 (191) s -.03 (275) - .08 (262)
(USSTRONG) : - v . ) ‘ Ll -
3 > & N 6}.4" . . LI
Secantfc d{fferential US friendly-unfriendly - ~+00 (196) ‘. =05 (19D k-, 18 (275} . % =14 (262)
(USFRIFND) ‘ ’= . ) * 8 . . “ s
Serantic differentfal US fast-slav (USFAST) RN * ~.14 (195) -.09 (189) . +* =11 (278) —.(;2 (262)
., : . - ‘ : v “
‘ Semantic differential US effective- . . * -13.(91), ~.09 (190) .04 ,(276) ©* .06, (263)
tneffective (USEFFECT) . v . . . teo . .

Preference for US or Quebec chain restaur~ -‘ o -d4 (209) ¢ =-.11 (202) <01 (284) .05 (270)
ants (EAT) O * L . S A
Preference “for Us or Quebec Vocallstc (S!Nc) * . . 5{\‘ * 'n;'-.m (205) ° et e 10 {199) © MR 230(235) -.07 (223)
. N . 3 - . .-
P:eference for US or Queﬁec chain gotc!'a . * bl PR T =;§,16 £202) .07 (197) Jwe o 197(281) * ~.10 (267)
HOTEL ‘a 2 .ot ; - .
) - T oo ;.J T, e L S, 8 cl e st . ' .
Rank of Econony as proviefor thevs © - TR T e a0z am. Ko din ~.03 (253) +02 (240)
(USECNRNK) O \ . Cae -t :
‘ - F N N O
Rank of Internnuonnl Peace as a problel for ¥ e tat, - -‘3{10 (180) .08 (254) T T .06 (241)
, the LS (USPCERXK) . | LAN Bt S, N . A
* + RV / - ! -
Rnnk ‘of Energy as a probien for the us . ) M . LR 02 (178) .00 (256) «08 (243)
(LSEXGRYK) - ‘4 . - )
L . » " ‘ 5 . . -t .
) N R . N .
s \ i e, -.‘f ,';g . R . t :
£y ARSI R S ' - S
Rank ° no.)ml,umgy \“g\-oblﬁg f&r ‘the S 4 ifm 72) .06 (242) oo 18 (229)
AP & 3 }‘; qag et 677 e ‘&x”.) o . .
Rank of Grg¥ing Goverrhent as’ . probieﬂ fdf ER A e Sealb (172 ° ‘
s the US (USSCLRNK) PR ? ve ! Sl -03 (231)

. T e a . )
nkre ahould be nore 1§ programming od Cannd!.nﬁ‘%f SL '
(‘!ORELS) ‘- 5 ~ k

-205 (293) ¢ -.05 (279)

. R ~ it s A L

” \ . R il ‘E(}J RO DU .

A . . . o, b% P P

) . p-< .05 . . ¢ g H i N ﬂ!&&
hd * 5 < 01 F B % &' e Y

T . 4 p <001 o= . U - ¥ . R

. .
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« . o TABLE D
) . s,
e‘ &? < s%:“'
N \J b > EFFECTS OF ANGLOPHONE MASS MEDIA e
<. ON RURAL QUEBECOIS OF DIFPERENT - -
. INTERPERSONAL CONTACT LEVELS WITH AND WITHOUT CONTROLS FOR STATUS AND LANGUAGE S .
< . ‘
OMPO ‘ . . LOW INTERPERSONAL HIGH INTERPERSONAL ’
}@b\ ¢ SITE P CONTACT SUBSAMPLE CONTACT SUBSAMPLE
: 0 with 0 ¢+ with
e " _order controls ~ order controls
Smnt'ic differential Nuebec good-bad (QGOOD) 4 ~.06 (218} -.02 (212) -.02 (296) v .03 (282)
Semantic differential Quebec ctive-paasive -.06 (218) =.03 (212) * .10 (296) -~.02 (282)
_{oacTIvE) ﬂ . ’
* Semantic differential Quebe'c atrong-weak . « " o-013 (218), * .12 (12) -.02 (296) -~ -.01 (282)
(QSTRONG) . , .o
L . -
Semantic differentfal Quebec friendly- , . -.05 (218) .02 {212) -.06 (296) .07 (282)
unfriendly '(QFR1END) ’ . ® . g .
Semant{c differentisl Quebec fast-slow ~.02 (218) - .03 (212) ~.00 (295) .07 (281)
(OEAST) - ,
., -, . . -
Sefantic differential Quebec effective.- N -.09 (217) -.06 (211) -.00 (296) <04 (282) , N
{neffective (QEFFECT) Y : ' '
; ) .
Rank of Economy as & problem for Québec. ~ ==.05 (218) =.03 (212), -08 (293) .08 (279)
(NECONRNK) ’
- sank of International Peace qn‘n problem for - .02 (215) ~.07 (209) .09 (291) ; =-.02 (277)
Quebec (QPCERNK) . - )
v .
Rank of Energy as a problem for Quebec .09 (215) -.07 (209) <07 (292) -.00 (278)
(QENGRNK) s ¢ . v
. CA .
» Rank of National Unity as & problem for Quebec ‘qp .09 €214) ** (16 (208) AR 20 (294) -.07 (280)
(QUSITRNK) . ) -
_— . . t ) . g
Rark of Growing Government as a problem for P14 (24)° * - 14 (208) .02 (291) .03 (277)
YQuebec (ASCLRNK),, T e e e : -, : . .
- "0 " B -y
w .
* p < .05 M - .
= . % p< 01 ) 3
AWwh g o< Q0L ‘ I
teta coefficient cslculated because of curvilinear data TT—
. . v
. A\ . .
Q- ' ) .
P o S . . \ ~ .




TABLE D .

‘ i N
- . oy
EFFECTS OF ANGLOPHONE MASS MEDIA
ON RURAL QUEBECOIS OF DIFFERENT
x
° - INTERPERSONAL CONTACT LEVELS WITH AND WITHOUT CONTROLS FOR STATUS AND LANGUAGE
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MEDIA COMPOSITE
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Semantic differential Canads strong-weak -.03 (218 -.01 (212 .02 (282
(C3TRONG) ; . ) ) .01 (295) . )
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Semantic differential Canads friendly- * .13 (217 -.10 (211) - .04 (281
unfriendly (CFRIEND) > : ) 05 (299) . (280
- ,S::;n;i§ di¢ferential Canada faat-alow 4 1,02 A7) * 02 (211) ~-.00 (296) .04 (282)
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Sepantic differential Canada effective- . * +.08 (218) -.07 (212) -.03 (301) .01 (282) °
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Rank of Natfonal Unity as s problem for Canada S .03 (211) -:02 (205) * .12 (291) * 14 (277)
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+Rank of International Peace aa a problem * .13 (210) 11 (204 0 ' -
for Canada (CPCERNK) ’ b (200 +05 (289) 02 (273)
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Ratik of Energy as a problem for Canada (CENGRNK) ) .05 (210) . .02 (204) .09 (290) * .13 (276)
, . .
Rank of Internal Unity as a problem for Canada : - .03 (203 L LU ( "Mr . 19 (274
(CUNITRNK) ‘ . -03“209) ) .25 (288) .19 ( )‘
Rank of Growing Government as a problem for - k% _ 127 (209) ' ** ..20 (203) -.01 (272)
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Ve should have more laws regulating labor and -.06 (220 -.05 (213) - -.07 (282
agriculture (MRGVTAG) .7 ) J 01 (296) -0 )
We ahould have more lava regulating amall - - (221 7.3 (214 - - (282
bustneas (maymore, ] .04 ) ) ¢ -.04 (296) .07 (282)
. We ahould have more laws controlling nat;xr;i ’ ‘- 2 -.08 (212) LIS -.09 (283) —
reaources (MRGVTRCS) 10 (219). ¢ . 13 (.297) _( )
Soclety woold be better with lesa -government .01 (220) ~.02 (213) .02 (29'7) —.06'(235))
(LESGVT) , .
There ahould be less violence (VLNCE) .05\(222) .02 (215) w14 (295) £ -.13 (282)
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